Appointment

To: Beeler, Cindy [Beeler.Cindy@epa.gov]; augustine, bruce [augustine.bruce@epa.gov]; Buenning, Hans
[Buenning.Hans@epa.gov]; Carey, Angela [Carey.Angela@epa.gov]; Chapman, Apple [Chapman.Apple@epa.govl;
Cheever, Robert [cheever.robert@epa.gov]; Eisele, Adam [Eisele. Adam@epa.gov]; Garwood, Gerri
[Garwood.Gerri@epa.gov]; Goff, Keith [Goff.Keith@epa.gov]; Hambrick, Amy [Hambrick. Amy@epa.gov]; Howard,
Jodi [Howard.Jodi@epa.gov]; Hoyt, Daniel [Hoyt.Daniel@epa.gov]; Johnson, Steffan [johnson.steffan@epa.gov];
Kaleri, Cynthia [kaleri.cynthia@epa.gov]; Kenney, James [Kenney.James@epa.gov]; Kler, Denis
[Kler.Denis@epa.gov]; Lindsey, William [Lindsey.William@epa.gov]; Lischinsky, Robert [Lischinsky.Robert@epa.gov];
Loukeris, Constantinos [loukeris.constantinos@epa.gov]; Magyar, Raymond [Magyar.Raymond@epa.gov]; Marsh,
Karen [Marsh.Karen@epa.gov]; Mia, Marcia [Mia.Marcia@epa.gov]; Ostrand, Laurie [Ostrand.Laurie@epa.gov];
Patel, Shilpa [patel.shilpa@epa.gov]; Pavitt, John [Pavitt.John@epa.gov]; Shine, Brenda [Shine.Brenda@epa.gov];
Smith, Claudia [Smith.Claudia@epa.gov]; Tates, Samuel [Tates.Samuel@epa.gov]; Thompson, Lisa
[Thompson.Lisa@epa.gov]; Topinka, Natalie [topinka.natalie@epa.gov]; Vazquez, Natalia
[Vazquez.Natalia@epa.gov]; Vyas, Himanshu [vyas.himanshu@epa.gov]; Willard, Erin [Willard.ErinM@epa.gov];
Wilwerding, Joseph [Wilwerding.Joseph@epa.gov]; Witosky, Matthew [Witosky.Matthew@epa.gov]; Witt, Jon
[Witt. Jon@epa.gov]

CC: Loiacono, Sara [loiacono.sara@epa.gov]
Start: 8/15/2018 7:00:00 PM
End: 8/15/2018 8:00:00 PM

Show Time As: Busy

Recurrence: (none)

8/14/18 update — added Newfield Question ...
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8/3/18 update — added Topinka Question ...
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AGENDA:

1) VYAS question:
From: Vyas, Himanshu
Sent: Wednesday, July 25, 2018 1:11 PM
To: 0000 Implementation Workgroup
Subject: RE: NSPS OO0O Implementation Workgroup

I have a new question/clarification from West Virginia:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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§60.5365 Am | subject to this subpart?

(b) Each centrifugal compressor affected facility, which is a single centrifugal compressor using wet seals that is
located between the wellhead and the point of custody transfer to the natural gas transmission and storage
segment. A centrifugal compressor located at a well site, or an adjacent well site and servicing more than one
well site, is not an affected facility under this subpart.

{c) Each reciprocating compressor affected facility, which is a single reciprocating compressor located between
the wellhead and the point of custody transfer to the natural gas transmission and storage segment. A
reciprocating compressor located at a well site, or an adjacent well site and servicing more than one well site, is
not an affected facility under this subpart.

Centrifugal compressor means any machine for raising the pressure of a natural gas by drawing in low pressure
natural gas and discharging significantly higher pressure natural gas by means of mechanical rotating vanes or

impellers. Screw, sliding vane, and liguid ring compressors are not centrifugal compressors for the purposes of
this subpart.

Reciprocating compressor means a piece of equipment that increases the pressure of a process gas by positive
displacement, employing linear movement of the driveshaft.

Himanshu Vyas

2) TOPINKA question:

| have a small storage vessel facility that became an affected facility at its inception, with potential for VOC
emissions above 6 tpy. They have since dropped below the 4 tpy rolling 12-month average threshold, but there
have been months afterward where their (both monthly and 12-month average) have risen back above 4 tpy.

My question is, what provisions of 0000 continue to apply?

Per 60.5395(d)(2)(ii), if they go back above 4 tpy, it's clear they have to comply with 60.5395(d){1) and reduce
VOC emissions by 95%, but (d)(2)(ii) is silent on what other parts of 000Q (i.e. supporting requirements to
demonstrate compliance with the 95% reduction) still apply:

(d)(2)(ii) if the monthly emissions determination required in this section indicates that VOC emissions from your
storage vessel affected facility increase to 4 tpy or greater and the increase is not associated with fracturing or
refracturing of a well feeding the storage vessel affected facility, you must comply with paragraph (d)(1) of this
section within 30 days of the monthly calculation.

[{d)(1) Reduce VOC emissions by 95.0 percent according to the schedule specified in (d){1)(i}) and (ii) of this
section.]

60.5365(e){2) says “A storage vessel affected facility that subsequently has its potential for VOC emissions
decrease to less than 6 tpy shall remain an affected facility under this subpart.” That seems to mean once in
always in as a storage vessel “affected facility,” yes?

For a storage vessel whose monthly emissions increase back above 4 tpy, the possible interpretations are, in
order of stringency, are:
1) 60.5365(e)(2) means that all the provisions applicable to “storage vessel affected facilities” remain
applicable indefinitely except for the requirement to reduce by 95%, which can be avoided if
uncontrolled emissions are maintained below the 4 tpy. Remaining applicable provisions would include
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the closed vent system and cover requirements, as well as inspections and recordkeeping.[l believe a
straight reading of the rule points to this option]

2) The provisions at 60.5395(d)(2), pointing to {d)(1), is the trigger where, if you go back above 4 tpy, all the
other storage vessel affected facility come back into play because they are necessary to demonstrate
compliance with the 95% reduction requirement at (d){1). [this interpretation is inferred].

3) If a storage vessel goes back up above 4 tpy, then only 60.5395(d)(1) would kick back in. [This
interpretation requires you to ignore 60.5365(e){2}, and may be difficult to advocate for because it is
nonsensical to have an emissions reduction requirement without any supporting monitoring and
recordkeeping provisions for demonstrating the reduction is met].

Which is it?

The answer to the above will inform me as to the timing of requirements if the facility is bouncing above and
below 4 tpy from month to month.

Thanks!
Natalie

3) NEWFIELD Reporting Question:

From: Devin Koele <dkosle @newfisid com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 14, 2018 10:39 AM

To: R8EISC

Subject: Question about NSPS O00Q0a annual reporting

Newfield Exploration Company is an oil and gas exploration and production company subject to the
requirements of NSPS O0Q0OQa. | am responsible for compliance with the reporting requirements of this
regulation, specifically the annual reporting requirement found in 60.5420a(b).

In talking with counterparts at peer companies in the industry, there seems to be some confusion over
the reporting format for the annual NSPS O00Qa report due at the end of October 2018. Language on
EPA’s website seems to imply that CEDRI “may” and “can” be used to submit reports. This would be
different then “must” which would apply no other options allowed.

Other peer companies operating in different regions (specifically, region 6) have received clarification
that submittal via e-mail is acceptable as the CEDRI “template” is not yet FINAL.

Would like some clarification on this issue as soon as possible in order to organize information in the
proper submittal format. |

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Devin Kosle, P.E. {Texas)
Sr. Air Quality Specialist

Office: 281-674-2461

Mobile: 832-415-7206
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-3 loin Skype Meetin

This is an online meeting for Skype for Business, the professional meetings and communications app formerly known as Lync.

Ininthv Phaone

Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)
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